ABSTRACT: Deroceras turcicum (Simroth) is reported from six woodland sites around Wa³brzych in southwest Poland. This extension of the species' range to Poland was expected given the number of reports from adjacent areas of the Czech Republic. We collate these reports as well as local records of Deroceras praecox Wiktor, which is found in similar habitats. We briefly discuss the difficulty of distinguishing D. turcicum from Deroceras reticulatum (O. F. Müll.), with which it may also co-occur.
Recently REISE & HUTCHINSON (2001) established the occurrence of Deroceras turcicum (Simroth, 1894) in the Czech Republic and Slovakia, further north than previously recognised. They argued that this was most likely the result of it being hard to identify, rather than to a recent range extension. This has subsequently been supported by re-examination of the BRABENEC collection (mostly from the 1960s) in the National Museum of Natural History Prague: HR found that 11 out of 21 samples labelled as Deroceras praecox Wiktor, 1966 contained at least some D. turcicum, and M. HORSÁK (personal communication) found 6 samples of D. turcicum misidentified as Deroceras agreste (L., 1758). These records are mainly from the northeast quarter of the Czech Republic; ourselves and others have now found D. turcicum elsewhere in the Czech Republic (BERAN et al. 2002 , HLAVÁÈ 2002 , HORSÁK 2002 and in Slovakia (ÈEJKA et al. 2004 ). The species was already known from Italy, Hungary, Austria, throughout the Balkan peninsula, and Turkey, and has recently been reported from the Ukraine (BAIDASHNIKOV 2002 Fig. 1 for details. The sites lie up to 19 km from the Czech border. We were specifically seeking D. turcicum, and so collected mostly from wet spots in deciduous woodland, but the species is known to occur also in more synanthropic habitats elsewhere (WIKTOR 2000) .
Specimens are in the collection of the State Museum of Natural History Görlitz, except for one specimen from Site 1 deposited in the Museum of Natural History Wroc³aw. All specimens were reproductively mature, which is necessary to confirm identification (WIKTOR 2000 and REISE & HUTCHINSON 2001 explain and illustrate the critical characters). This implies that April and May are a good time to survey for the species; and besides the maturity issue, frosts and drought often make finding slugs more difficult earlier and later in the year. Fig. 1 
